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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claims 1 and 1 1, the term "IT" is an acronym which is inconsistent with 112 
second paragraph. The applicant is suggested to rewrite the acronym "IT" with its full wording. 
Also as per claims 1 , 6, the phrase "in such a way. . ." or the "such that. . ." language of claims 2- 
5, 7, 9, 9 and 1 1 are considered as intended use language having no patentable weight in the 
respective claims. 

Also, as per claim 1, line 16, "the relevant orders" lack clear antecedent basis. Also, 
what is an "Internet type" as recited on line 12 ? 

As per claim 3, line 6, "the parameters" lack clear antecedent basis. Also what are 
"internal and/or external parameters" ? 

As per claims 3 and 8, what does it mean by "the conclusion of the order(s)" ? 
Also, regarding claims 3 and 8, the phrase "for example" renders the claims indefinite because it 
is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. See 
MPEP§ 2173.05(d). 

As per claim 4, the phrase "may occur" renders the claim vague and indefinite because it 
is unclear whether the function is being performed. 
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Claims 6 and 7 provide for the use of achieving certain steps or stages or results, but 
remain unclear what method/process applicant is intending to encompass. A claim is indefinite 
where it merely recites a use without any active, positive steps delimiting how this use is actually 
practiced. 

Claims 6 and 7- are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed recitation of a 
use, without setting forth any steps involved in the process, results in an improper definition of a 
process, i.e., results in a claim which is not a proper process claim under 35 U.S.C. 101 . See for 
example Ex parte Dunki, 1 53 USPQ 678 (Bd.App. 1967) and Clinical Products, Ltd v. Brenner, 
255 F. Supp. 131, 149 USPQ 475 (D.D.C. 1966). 

As per claim 8, line 6, "the parameters" lack clear antecedent basis. Also what are 
"internal and/or external parameters" ? 

As per claim 1 1, the intended use language of "said system being more particularly 
intended to collect all the interests of the traders pf the plurality of banks" are considered as 
intended use language having no patentable weight in the claim. Also, "the plurality of banks" 
lacks clear antecedent basis. 

The claims are also replete with alternate language of "and/or" rendering the claims 
vague and indefinite. 

Claims not specifically addressed are rejected based on their dependency. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hawkins et al (US Patent No. 6,029,146). 

As per claim 1, Hawkins et al disclose a method and apparatus for trading securities 
electronically. The system and method comprise at least one central server including collection 
and storage means to collect, in real or pseudo-realtime, orders to buy and sell placed by user, 
computer processing means to compile and aggregate by price orders subject to terms of validity, 
the computer processing means comprising management means to manage the terms by only 
taking into account valid orders, in such a way that an optimized and homogeneous offer is thus 
obtained. 

The server center being connected via an IT communications network particularly to the 
Internet type, to the computer terminals, in such a way that the users receive the orders and data 
sent by the server center; the computer processing means of the server center including analysis 
means to match compatible orders and indicate that a transaction may occur between users 
placing the relevant orders. Applicant is directed to column. 4, line 64 to column 5, line 18, 
column 9, lines 52-65, column 12, lines 59-67. 

As per claims 6 and 7, Hawkins et al disclose a process for processing, by mutual 
agreement, between users having computer terminals, orders to buy and sell relating to standard 
and/or specific financial instruments the process including the following stages: 
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orders to buy and sell placed by users are collected in real or pseudo-real time; 

the orders are subject to terms of validity are compiled and aggregated by price, by 
managing said terms in such a way that only valid order are taken into account the orders are 
allocated to the users, the orders are matched when they are compatible, when two orders have 
been matched a transaction is made. Applicant is directed to column 4, line 64 to column 5, line 
18, column 9, lines 52-65, column 12, lines 59-67. 

As per claim 7, Hawkins et al disclose to match the orders users are selected who are able 
to negotiate between themselves and/or who are only able to negotiate certain instruments and/or 
who are only able to negotiate deals of a certain amount. See column 1 1 of Hawkins et al. 

As per claim 2, Hawkins et al disclose a to match the compatible orders and indicate that 
a transaction may occur between users placing the relevant orders, the analysis means comprises 
selection means to select users who are able to negotiate between themselves and/or who are 
only able to negotiate certain instruments and/or who are only able to negotiate deals of a certain 
amount (see column 3, lines 25-38; column 15, lines 63-67 and figure 18). 

As per claims 3 and 8, Hawkins et al disclose the computer processing means process the 
orders and associated financial instruments by managing: 

the terms of existence of said orders, particularly in relation to internal and/or external 
conditions, for example the value of the CAC index, and/or 

the parameters of said orders, particularly as a function of internal and/or external 
parameters, for example the price as a function of the date, and/or 

by batching the orders and by placing batched orders, and/or 
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by seeking synthetic financial instruments to facilitate the conclusion of the orders 
placed, and/or 

by seeking synthetic financial instruments to allow a designated group of users to 
negotiate a maximum number of orders with at least one other user. 
See column 6, lines 25-45 and column 1 1, lines 1-9. 

As per claims 4 and 9, Hawkins et al disclose the analysis means to match compatible 
orders and indicate that a transaction may occur include transmission means, particularly by fax, 
by e-mail or by telex, to confirm the transaction to each of the users concerned. See column 11, 
lines 47-56 and column 10, lines 19-33. 

As per claims 5 and 10, Hawkins disclose the collection means comprise an Internet 
browser and collects data in real time or in pseudo-real time. See column 12, lines 59-67 and 
column 10, line 64 to column 11, line 9. 

Conclusion 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantzy Poinvil whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6797. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on (571) 272-6777. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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